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By Ru.hard ". Strnut §

Over ‘the Toudspeakers fo the huge patly, Soviet GNP hay dl,clmcd in’ growth fromy
Congmss in. Moscow Nikita, Khrushchev8.5 pevcent in 1958 to “an.abnormally low: =
,boa:ted “The Soviet Upion intends to ‘out-rale of 2.6 pexcan in 1963" (the latest yeari B
Slrip the Uniled Stales economically. . .”avmlable)

} The roly-poly leader told-ihe U.S.8.R. as - And the United Stales economy has sl\ak-§
'he Jaunched the latest sevén-ycar plan::€0 its lcthargy. It was 3.4 percent in 1963,

MAfter the ‘completion of “the plan we w iliand now it is in its 53d month of unmtpr-i
’probably necéd- about five anore ‘years * tojrupted advance.. : f
.catch up with and outstrip the United States; The new figures do not contradict thoseﬁ,

lm independent output, -

1+ *Thus,” he.added, by that time (1970),.
,or perhaps’.even sooncr, the Soviet Union!
‘wxll advance to first place in the world bothy

]

© an absolute volume of productwn and in per,

.capxta production.” \ |
"Preposterous!, Central Intelhgcnce Direc.!

o |tm Alleri Dulles smd;o, ‘Nov:.13, 1049, te=t1-|

[vmg before a'congressional’ Jomt economic

 isubcommittee. And yet Mr. Dulles was wor-.
« ‘ried."He bhad brought to the committee, he
- 4sa1d the best information available and. the

(CIA had tried to wengh it *'without prejus
dncc M

bcme‘c ewnomy WA g thundeung ahead

LA Umted Stales cconomy was faltering., In’”

'1.)1'3 Russin ,was sixth -or - seventh dmongl

- lindustrial ‘nations. Now 11 was second. ITne

du\tn.ll mowth was § or 9 percent, . mavbe

o higher. By contrast the Umtod btatr‘s washs
To.in a )egcwmn;'xts annual rale of gmwth\
L iin 1958 was minus! 12 percent. "‘Sovml:l

GNP’ (gross natxonal, ploduct) has “beeh:

2 :growing twice as vapidly as that of 1he

[Umtcd States -over the past. exght years, "l

o lMx. Dulles reported:

I remember {he soml-er ‘mood aa lm fin-.
~xshed A Soviet ihdustiial growth _‘.'D\’.lalsts

Y8 or 9 parcent per annum, over the ne\t‘
'docade as is forecas(,” he concluded, “the
tap between our-two oconomms by 1970 will

1'be danrzf‘mu:alv'n.umwod ‘unless. out own |,
industrial growth rate. is: aubstanually }n- :
iereased [rom the ple,scnl. pace.,” - _

".

- Well—what happened? ¢ ..
"fwo. things happenar as now repm'tnd by\
carnful stafl' cconomists .of the same: cons

| beverages—294.9 percent. R

of 1958, ‘Mr. Dulles had a lot to worry about.d @
at that time. They do show, however, how\o ;-;
relationships-. have’ changed From. bemg “*
isecond 1ndustnal ndtlon, the USbR. ls

now hfth.™ ‘

Iis choice belween guns and bule is awl
{agonizing as ever. And Mx. Klnushchev 151 .
iout, e

This new staff study is packcd with quict, 2\1 Ed
colorless, fascinating details. The U. SSR.fﬁ :
has 98 percent as many sewing machines §
as the United States, and 1 percent as many g
aulomobiles. It gets ‘only 22.3 bushels of §
rcorn. 1o -the acre, while the United Stdtes ¥ " .
. gels 67.6. It has 21 -doctors per 10,000 per-: \~ ’
:sons’ while the United Stafes has 14, Tts
birth and death rates are respectwe]y 19. 'Il

and’ 7 per 1,000 population (in 1964) whlla
“the United States figures were 21.3 and 9.4. .

.Statistics simply tumble out of the report.~

(“Current. Economic Indicators for - the

U.8.S.R:,”" 55 cents, - Supcuntendent of
. Documents, ‘Washington, D.C.) No less than'

642 sources are cited, mostly Russian, _~';.

Soviel population—229.1 1mlhon, Jan. 1 i
+ 1965; 53 percent urban.’ (It was 39 pcrcent
urban in 1950.) Because of farm’ mefﬁmency‘ _
the Soviet is forced -into a bxead gram and‘ V
potato ecoiomy; what it yeayrns, for is Ameérs:
ica’s corn-hog cconomy. Most of Russia hos.
north of the latitude that divides the United
States and Canada. Growing season is- short.s, , W

. Here’s a table showing *‘Sovie{ per caplta :
consump‘uon as a percent of United States.”: ;
,—-the U.S.8.R. has only 5.3 percent of Amer-,
ica’s canned goods; uses only 26.5 percent
| as much footwear, but on use of. potatoes
.the figure is 234.4- percent, on alcohohc !

m'vssmnal commuuee ine a,zzo-page study
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o 1 have to share kitchens and other facilities!

. ;“ In short, the U.S.8.R. is caught between, R PP
‘ Igrowmg demands and tightened resources,t . ¢ oo

‘At least half of all Soviet, urban families ! .

" with neighbors in ‘the apartment Housmg‘
*congestion . is terrible, though 1mprovmg.,-,
-‘There weire 3.43 persous per room m 1950,
\now it's down to 2.556.

i The report says, “‘The regime cannot sxmul-
taneously upgrade living standards, maine; .
"tain a. rapid growth rate, and match the® < .. = . )
iUnited States in .aerospace and ‘nuclear| - oo T
mmas?'}hstw‘ I A
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